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Date: F r i ,  5 Jan 2 0 0 1  16:31:23 -0800 
To:  lead@publiclibraryofscience.org 
From: "Patrick 0. Brown" <pbrown@mgm.stanford.edu> 
Subject :  a reply to Nick ' s  message 

D a t e :  Fri, 5 Jan 2301 15:14:20 -0800 
To : Nicholas Cozzarellj. i:icozzare@socrates. Eerlce1e;i. EDU> 
From: "Pa t r i ck  13. Brohyi ' '  <pbrobn@cmngrn. stanf:;rd. edu, 
Subject :  R e :  Building support  for a pub l i c  1 i h r - d r y  of science 
Cc : varmus@-rnskcc. org,  d)eisen@ll , l  . gov, pbrowm3aiqrn 
B c c  : 
X-At tachment s : 

HI Nick, 
some quick cormneiits. 

Friends,  
I an? convinced that very few jou rna l s  will he seen ais c o ~ ~ p l y i i i c ~  unless V J ~  r-each oilt I d r ama t i ca l ly  t o  the  publ ishing comiui i ty  to try t o  m e e t  them partway. 

I think we should be and w e  a r e  t r y i n g  t o  rciach out. t o  them. I 've made consit-lerahle c f f o r t  t o  do so,  
as have ~nany o t h e r s  i n  our group, but i t ' s  t h e  j ou rna l s  Who are being pass ive  aggressive.  

Indeed, I f e a r  t h a t  i t  mmy be too l a t e .  1.l;~ o~;m e f f o r t s  t o  ge t  t h e  JBC t o  agr-et t o  a compromise 
t h a t  Pat and Mike agreed t.o have been t o t a l l y  unsuccessful. I t  is c l e a r  t o  m e  that, the Public I Library of Science hliile intended t.o promote PubNed C e n t r i l l  has had exacLly the  opposi te  e€ fec t  . 

Do you mean t o  i n i i > l y  t h a t  some journals  t h a t  re iricl ineri t o  part_icil-mto i n  P K  have responded t o  a 
le t ter  promising enthusiastic support  O f  such move, signed h;; hundreds of thouyht.ful aiid 
rcsponsible colleagues, k y  r eve r s ing  t h e i r  course.  I firid thar. rdt1ic:r irnp1au:;ible. ( I f  i t ' s  true, 
then it ' s shockingly i i i fdr ; t i le  and i r r  orisible bekid~~~ior cn the  part. of tiiii j o u r n i i l s )  . Could you 
g ive  m e  im exanple? 

The journa.ls that we could hope t o  join u s  feel ,  riijht.full;,- so ,  t h a t  they have been pioneers i i i  

promoting t h e  f r e e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of s c i ence .  'They feel i r i sa l te i i  by the tone o f  the Pub l i c  Librar-y 
I n i t i a t i v e  t h a t  makes then now t he  bad gu'js. I 

It, c e r t a i n l y  does n o t .  It  makes the journals  that arc making a s i n c e r e  e f f o r t  t,o ; ) i -omote  the " f r  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  of s c i ence"  ( a s  opposed to  the con t ro l l ed  d i s t r i k x t i o r i  of publ ished work, a t  no charge,  
through t h e i r  monopoly~cor,trollecl condui ts)  i n t o  the hero:;, who a r e  a:i l y  rtmarded with t h e  e;ci:lusive 
suppr'rt of tl-ie s i g n e r s  of the Letter. 

I f  a journal  wants t o  be called d "good guy",  then it shouid earn that aocolade by heeding the 
urrterly reasonable request  of the hundreds of responsible  scient is1.s who have s igned the  letter. T 
th ink t.heir response i s  l i k e  that of an "enlightenec'," plrsritation owner who c a n '  t, understand why t he  
slavc-s a r e n ' t  g r a t e f u l  Lor t h e i r  thxee square m e a : l s  a day. 

!@J gloomy p r e d i c t i o n  is that: so few jou rna l s  w i l l  s ign  ixi t o  the current: c o n s t r i c t i v e  coi;enant. t h a t  
many of t he  signatories w i l l  remove t h e i r  name 01- feel  that they have t o  go h i c k  on t h e i r  word. 

'11 see. I'm s t i l l  ve optimistic t h a t  we w i l l  s t a r t  t o  get, some s e r i o u s  jouvnals s igning on, aiid 

I 
.is will progressively rginalize the jou rna l s  t h a t  r-etuse t o  so ,  as well as providing good 

opt ions f o r  t he  signers of t he  le t ter  t o  publ ish t h e i r  wor-k. I f  d o n ' t  scc' some r e a l  progress 
soon, then I th ink  we need t.c start thinking about: 1. providing journals that will exF i i c i t , l y  fi 1 1  
t h e  ni.ches l e f t  by t he  e x i s t i n g  journals that insist on b g bad c i t i z e n s ,  and 2 .  Rai.sing t h i s  as a 
pub l i c  pol icy issue (should the so 1 e permimerit, record of bi 11 i on  1 yr o f  taxpayer- f undcd research 
be given a w < i y  t.o pub l i she r s  i.;ho o~wn i t  as t h e i r  privtit:e pr-oper-ty, r e s t r i c t ,  pub l i c  access  arid it:; u s e  
far tI!e pub l i c  good, arid have effective! rnonopo1 ies over import3nt parrrs of our :;cic:ntific: legacy. 
" t h e r e  ought t o  be U law " - 1 tkiirik i t  may be a siiiiill st.ep t o  extenii the yovt regulcitir.xi t h d t  s t a t e s  
t h a t  t he  US govt r e t a i n s  t h e  right t o  d i s t r i b u t e  and use pub l i ca t ions  r e s u l t i n g  from WOI-k of its 
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employees, t o  a l l  work funded by U S  govt g r a n t s .  
t h a t  t h e  work i s  placed i n  t h e  pub l i c  domain, 
support  f o r  such a p o l i c y .  

Arid i f  t,his i s  coupled with the  explicit po l i cy  
then I t h i n k  t h e r e  would be s t rong intei-natioiia? 

'They w i l l  f ee l  embarrassed and angry and w i l l  direct, t ha t  anger no t  c i t  the pihl  ishers; ti:t a t  the: I proporierits of t he  pub l i c  l i b r a r y .  

They ARE t!:e proponents of the pub l i c  l i b r a r y .  I lime that they t r u l y  belie i:1 the letter th 
signed,  and t h a t  they t h e r e f o r e  s i n c e r e l y  be l i eve  t h a t  the pub l i she r s  should be pa id  f o r  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e  but  no t  own t he  published work of o t h e r s .  I f  so, then 1 would imagine t.hdt they w i l l  indeed 
be angry a t  t he  pub l i she r s ,  arid I f o r  one, 
(you know t hese  people - they are n o t  a bunch of wimps) ) , w i l l  become more and more pub l i c  i n  
challenging the  legi t imacy of t he  pub l i she r s  ' ownership of the published r eco rd ,  
t he  anger i s  d i r e c t e d  where it should be. 

(and I'x s u r e  many of t he  other- s i g n e r s  of t he  letters -- 

6incI making s u ~ e  that 

Forgive my Cassandraesh prophesy but  I think w e  have t o  c ? o  something ciramdt.ic; t o  gain the  I p a r t i c i p a t i o n  of a wider group of journals  o r  the whole i n i t i d t i v e  w i l l  be couiiterproliuctive. 

Y e s .  Arid t he  d r a t m t i c  t h ing  that. we should do i s  t o  raise the heat on the pub l i she r s  by g e t t j h g  1 0 ,  
0 0 0  signature:; 011 the l e t t e r ,  g e t t i n g  marc individual  s c i c n t i  to *:ut dix-wt p re s su re  on their 
j ou rna l s ,  and perhaps r a i s i n g  this as a pub l i c  po.Licy issuc. hie need t o  make i t  clear t h a t  i f  rhe;/ 
f a i l  t o  do t h e  r igh t  thing, i t ' s  t.he jou rna l s  and not. t he  supporters  of t h i s  init.ial:ive that. w i l l  

Happy New Year I pat 

Pa t r i ck  0.  Brown 
Department of Biochemistry 
& Howard Hughes Medical I n s t i t u t e  
Stanford Universi ty  School of Medicine 
Stanford,  CA 94305-5428 

T e l :  ( 6 5 0 )  723-0005 
Fax: (650) 725-7811 (Please note new FAX number) 
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